Dear Ed, Eojrvrt you found it n^esonysy to out off boi- 
to!. n . of S.c.uerwir.o's 2/26/74 reajwnsG to your .tactions 
re j>p 16-7 because while X a; a satisfied that vhai 

3. do*--? nay ir: truthful hia fornulatioita aro so limited 
1 f i vi tiyoolf wondering what he was avoiding. PH, r? 
JVK, th»y dii hoi i -m 3 jc. odiato assioutivo aesrsiou with 
S.3*3utlr.-r, novo.r disclosed} and Way did do sonet lz:.\z, 

1 don't Jcuy./ abut ;uod wbstiiui* Saatlmul aluuo ar eoiouit- 
toe after Xing wan ansasnaJinteu. Thonls but uy opiuicm 
legacy VviA ausSx i b. liove uotldn*; in it oi' which I do 
not mvo iiMiepoadont ; jur.'lod^? and recall nothing r>-ally 
relevant to ;niythii \2 in it. IM 3/7/74 
I have no reason to b lirw they did na ticyo-c. alleges 
oa holding sessions. 


